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MEMORANDUM.

Paintiffs apped as of right the order granting defendants motion for summary dispostion. We
affirm. Thisapped is being decided without ord argument pursuant to MCR 7.214(E).

Faintiffs brought this action under the no-fault act, seeking recovery for non-economic damages
related to a serious impairment of bodily function. MCL 500.3135(1); MSA 24.13135(1). Defendants
moved for summary dispostion, asserting that plaintiff Deborah Morris failed to show that she sustained
a serious impairment of bodily function causdly related to the accident. The tria court found that
plantiff falled to establish a genuine issue of fact regarding whether an aggravetion of her preexising
symptoms was causdly related to the accident, and granted summary disposition.

In order to recover for non-economic loss under the no-fault act, a plaintiff is required to show
that her non-economic losses arose out of an injury that serioudy impaired a bodily function. MCL
500.3135(1); MSA 24.13135(1).

The question whether a plantiff suffered a serious impairment of bodily function must be
submitted to the trier of fact whenever the evidence would cause reasonable minds to differ as to the
answer. DiFranco v Pickard, 427 Mich 32, 38; 398 NwW2d 896 (1986); Kallio v Fisher, 180 Mich
App 516, 517-518; 448 NW2d 46 (1989). Medical evidence will be needed to establish the
exigence, extent, and permanency of the impairment. DiFranco, supra at 39. Summary digpostion is
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appropriate where reasonable minds could not differ in concluding that a plantiff’s injuries did not
condtitute serious impairment of body function. Kallio, supra at 519.

At argument on defendants motion in trid court, plaintiffs premised their case on the fact that
the automobile accident aggravated Deborah Morris pre-existing neck, shoulder, and knee conditions.
Paintiffs relied on the deposition of treating physician Lester Kobylak, M.D. However, Dr. Kobylak's
deposition dd not support plaintiffs claim that the accident aggravated those conditions. Where the
deposition did not show the existence of a genuine issue of fact for trid, the court properly granted

summary dispogtion.
We afirm.
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